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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

Determination Not To Revoke
Antidumping Duty Orders and
Findings Nor To Terminate Suspended
Investigations

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Determination not to revoke
antidumping duty orders and findings
nor to terminate suspended
investigations.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
is notifying the public of its
determination not to revoke the
antidumping duty orders and findings
nor to terminate the suspended
investigations listed below.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Panfeld or the analyst listed
under Antidumping Proceeding at:
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street & Constitution
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Commerce (the
Department) may revoke an
antidumping duty order or finding or
terminate a suspended investigation,
pursuant to 19 CFR 353.25(d)(4)(iii), if
no interested party has requested an
administrative review for four
consecutive annual anniversary months
and no domestic interested party objects
to the revocation or requests an
administrative review.

We had not received a request to
conduct an administrative review of the
orders and findings listed below for the
most recent four consecutive annual
anniversary months. Therefore,
pursuant to § 353.25(d)(4)(i) of the
Department’s regulations, on July 1,
1996, we published in the Federal
Register a notice of intent to revoke

these antidumping duty orders and
findings and to terminate the suspended
investigations and served written notice
of the intent to each domestic interested
party on the Department’s service list in
each case. Within the specified time
frame, we received objections from
domestic interested parties to our intent
to revoke these antidumping duty orders
and findings and to terminate the
suspended investigations. Therefore,
because domestic interested parties
objected to our intent to revoke or
terminate, we no longer intend to revoke
these antidumping duty orders and
findings or to terminate the suspended
investigations. In addition, due to a
clerical error, we inadvertently listed
the antidumping duty order covering
High Power Microwave Amplifiers and
Components from Japan in our July 1,
1996 Notice of Intent to Revoke. We did
not intend to revoke this duty order
pursuant to 19 CFR 353.25(d)(4)(i).

Antidumping Proceeding
A–831–801, Armenia, Solid Urea,

Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–832–801, Azerbaijan, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–833–801, Georgia, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–428–803, Germany, Industrial
Nitrocellulose, Objection Date: July
29, 1996, Objector: Hercules
Incorporated, Contact: Todd Peterson
at (202) 482–4195

A–507–502, Iran, In-Shell Pistachio
Nuts, Objection Date: July 18, 1996,
Objector: California Pistachio
Commission, Western Pistachio
Association, Contact: Valerie Turoscy
at (202) 482–0145

A–588–605, Japan, Cast Iron Pipe
Fittings, Objection Date: July 23, 1996,
Objector: Grinnell Corp., Ward
Manufacturing, Inc., Contact: Sheila
Forbes at (202) 482–5253

A–588–812, Japan, Industrial
Nitrocellulose, Objection Date: July
29, 1996, Objector: Hercules

Incorporated, Contact: Rebecca
Trainor at (202) 482–0666

A–588–041, Japan, Synthetic
Methionine, Objection Date: July 25,
1996, July 31, 1996, Objector: Degussa
Corp., Novus International Inc.,
Contact: Charles Riggle at (202) 482–
0650

A–834–801, Kazakhstan, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–835–801, Kyrgyzstan, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–449–801, Latvia, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–451–801, Lithuania, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–841–801, Moldova, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–485–601, Romania, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Tom Futtner at (202) 482–
3813

A–821–801, Russia, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–580–805, South Korea, Industrial
Nitrocellulose, Objection Date: July
29, 1996, Objector: Hercules
Incorporated, Contact: Rebecca
Trainor at (202) 482–0666

A–842–801, Tajikistan, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–570–802, The People’s Republic of
China, Industrial Nitrocellulose,
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1 The petitioners in this investigation are: The
Florida Tomato Growers Exchange; the Florida
Tomato Exchange; the Tomato Committee of the
Florida Fruit and Vegetable Association; the South
Carolina Tomato Association; the Gadsden County
Tomato Growers Association; and an Ad Hoc Group
of Florida, California, Georgia, Pennsylvania, South
Carolina, and Virginia Tomato Growers.

Objection Date: July 29, 1996,
Objector: Hercules Incorporated,
Contact: Rebecca Trainor at (202)
482–0666

A–823–801, The Ukraine, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–843–801, Turkmenistan, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410

A–844–801, Uzbekistan, Solid Urea,
Objection Date: July 19, 1996,
Objector: Ad Hoc Committee of
Domestic Nitrogen Producers,
Contact: Thomas Barlow at (202) 482–
0410
Dated: October 4, 1996.

Barbara R. Stafford,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for AD/CVD
Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 96–26352 Filed 10–11–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–M

[A–201–820]

Notice of Postponement of Preliminary
Antidumping Duty Determination:
Fresh Tomatoes From Mexico

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Judith Rudman or Jennifer Katt, Office
of AD/CVD Enforcement, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone (202)
482–0192 or (202) 482–0498,
respectively.
POSTPONEMENT OF PRELIMINARY
DETERMINATION: On April 18, 1996, the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) initiated an antidumping
duty investigation of fresh tomatoes
from Mexico (61 FR 18377, April 25,
1996).

In accordance with section
733(c)(1)(A) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(the Act), on July 26, 1996, the
petitioners 1 made a timely request for
an extension of the period within which
the preliminary determination must be

made. In accordance with section
733(c)(1)(A) of the Act and section
353.15(c) of the Department’s
regulations, on August 5, 1996, we
published the Notice of Postponement
of Preliminary Antidumping Duty
Determination: Fresh Tomatoes from
Mexico (61 FR 40607), postponing our
preliminary determination in this
investigation until no later than October
7, 1996.

The Department is further postponing
the preliminary determination in this
investigation until no later than October
28, 1996. This further postponement is
necessary to provide additional time for
the Department to consider certain
novel issues which have been raised by
the parties. The respondent parties have
been cooperating in this investigation
and thus, further postponement is
appropriate.

This notice is published pursuant to
section 733(c)(2) of the Act, and 19 CFR
353.15(d).

Dated: October 7, 1996.
Barbara R. Stafford,
Deputy Assistant Secretary Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 96–26357 Filed 10–11–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

[A–570–815]

Sulfanilic Acid From the People’s
Republic of China; Final Results and
Partial Rescission of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Import Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of final results and
partial rescission of antidumping duty
administrative review.

SUMMARY: On June 7, 1996, the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) published the preliminary
results of its administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on
sulfanilic acid from the People’s
Republic of China (PRC). This review
covers the period August 1, 1994
through July 31, 1995.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Karin Price or Maureen Flannery,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington
D.C. 20230; telephone (202) 482–4733.

Applicable Statute
Unless otherwise indicated, all

citations to the statute are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,

the effective date of the amendments
made to the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act)
by the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(URAA). In addition, unless otherwise
indicated, all citations to the
Department’s regulations are to the
current regulations, as amended by the
interim regulations published in the
Federal Register on May 11, 1995 (60
FR 25130).

Background
On June 7, 1996, the Department

published in the Federal Register (61
FR 29073) the preliminary results of its
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on sulfanilic
acid from the PRC (57 FR 37524, August
19, 1992). We conducted a hearing on
July 24, 1996. We have now completed
the administrative review in accordance
with section 751 of the Act.

Scope of the Review
Imports covered by this review are all

grades of sulfanilic acid, which include
technical (or crude) sulfanilic acid,
refined (or purified) sulfanilic acid and
sodium salt of sulfanilic acid.

Sulfanilic acid is a synthetic organic
chemical produced from the direct
sulfonation of aniline with sulfuric acid.
Sulfanilic acid is used as a raw material
in the production of optical brighteners,
food colors, specialty dyes, and concrete
additives. The principal differences
between the grades are the undesirable
quantities of residual aniline and alkali
insoluble materials present in the
sulfanilic acid. All grades are available
as dry, free flowing powders.

Technical sulfanilic acid contains 96
percent minimum sulfanilic acid, 1.0
percent maximum aniline, and 1.0
percent maximum alkali insoluble
materials. Refined sulfanilic acid
contains 98 percent minimum sulfanilic
acid, 0.5 percent maximum aniline and
0.25 percent maximum alkali insoluble
materials.

Sodium salt is a powder, granular or
crystalline material which contains 75
percent minimum equivalent sulfanilic
acid, 0.5 percent maximum aniline
based on the equivalent sulfanilic acid
content, and 0.25 percent maximum
alkali insoluble materials based on the
equivalent sulfanilic acid content.

This merchandise is classifiable under
Harmonized Tariff Schedule (HTS)
subheadings 2921.42.22 and 2921.42.90.
Although the HTS subheadings are
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, our written description of the
scope of this proceeding is dispositive.

This review covers 13 manufacturers/
exporters of sulfanilic acid from the
PRC, and the period August 1, 1994
through July 31, 1995.
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